Who was Vilerama? Origin of the Vikrama-era	lix
It should be noted that the non-Jainistie recensions contain no allu-
sion whatsoever to any change in time-reckoning as introduced by
Vikrama or connected with him (unless indeed a passage in SR and
BE, which I take differently, be so interpreted; see Vol. 27, p. 341).
Moreover, the section of the Jainistic Recension where this statement
occurs is demonstrably a secondary intrusion into the Vikramacarita,
inserted by the redactor of this recension (p. xl).
The meaning of the passage quoted above seems to be that Vikrama
introduced a change in the way of time-reckoning which was in vogue
in his day (among Jains), namely the era dating from the nirvana of
Vardhamana Mahavira, the great prophet of Jainism, a contemporary
of Gautama Buddha — or at least that such a change in the reckoning
was made, in celebration of Vikrama's great act of generosity. Other
sources of Jainistic tradition corroborate this statement (see below),
and almost uniformly place the date of this change in the year 470 after
Mahavira's nirvana.1
The well-known Hindu era which is now called the Vikrama era
begins with 58 or 57 b.c., and we know from independent sources that
Mahavira must have lived about the end of the sixth or the beginning
of the fifth century b.c., so that as far as these two statements them-
selves are concerned, they harmonize with each other very well, and
there would seem to be no inherent reason for doubting them, or for
doubting that the Vikrama era took its name from this King Vikrama
of the Jain tradition, and was presumably establisht by him. We find,
moreover, that such has been the belief of the Hindus, not only Jains
but others, for many centuries. At least since aj>. 1£00 we have
documentary evidence for the existence of this tradition, that the
Vikrama era was founded by this great king, Vikrama or Vikramaditya,
whose glorious deeds and superhuman virtues are so extensively praised;
in both Jainistic and Brahmanistic literature.
1 See, for some of the original sources of this tradition, BUhler, IA.2.362 f.; Klatt,
IA.1L245 ff.; Bhau Daji, JBBRAS. 1861, p. 29 and £80, and 1867, p. 147 ff.; Jaeobi,
Kalpasfctra, Leipzig 1879, Introduction, 6 ff.; Jacobi, K^aJsacarya-kathanaka, ZDMG
S4. 247 ff., particularly 286 (cf. Konow, SBer. BerL Akad. 1916, 812 ff., and below,
p, Ixv).—Jacobi is authority for the statement that the Digambara Jains put 605
years, instead of 470, between Vikrama and Mahavira (evidently confusing the Vik-
rama with the £aka era); but this is not universally true, cf. Hoernle, IA. 21. 70 f.,
where a Digambara source makes it 470. Jacobi's argument that the figure 470 is too
large by 60 years, and that Mahavira should really be put 410 before Vikrama, need
not concern us here; it is Accepted as essentially sound by Oldenberg, 2DMG* 34.
748 ff.

